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Figure C-1. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at Verdugo Wash for the January 26, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-2. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at Verdugo Wash for the February 10, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-3. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at Verdugo Wash for the November 11, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-4. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at Arroyo Seco for the February 10, 2001 storm event

May 2004



Metals TMDLsfor the Los Angeles River Watershed — Draft

—— Observed Flow —— Modeled Flow 4 Observed TSS —— Modeled TSS
1,400 400
*
1,200 1 350
/\ 300
1,000 ~
3
/ \ 2 %0 /N
- 800 e
s S 2004 -
3 S .
T 60 B 150 ¢\ .
2
400 100
* \/ \
50 *
200 \S N * o \
0 - -
o 4/7/01 3:00 4/7/01 6:00 4/7/01 9:00 4/7/01 12:00
4/7/01 3:00 4/7/01 6:00 4/7/01 9:00 4/7/01 12:00
Date/Time Date/Time
& Obsened Cu —— Modeled Cu & Obsened Pb —— Modeled Pb
80 60
70
50 +
60
3 = ol
2 50 3
~ ES
S ~
40 S
8 g 30 / \
o}
S 30— k]
s & 1 e
o - *
20
. . \/ ¢ 0
104
] . . * .
10 . 4 . ¢ .
*
0+ T T 0 4-o= T T
4/7/01 3:00 4/7/01 6:00 4/7/01 9:00 4/7/01 12:00 4/7/01 3:00 4/7/01 6:00 4/7/01 9:00 4/7/01 12:00
Date/Time Date/Time
o Obsered zn —Modeled zn |
600
| A
5 400 / \
=
3
g 300
o
: /\ / \
o
£
N 200
*
100 Ad
*
. V.. \
01 . .
4/7/2001 3:00 4/7/2001 6:00 4/7/2001 9:00 4/7/2001 12:00
Date/Time

Figure C-5. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at Arroyo Seco for the April 7, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-6. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at the Los Angeles River above Arroyo Seco for the January 26, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-7. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at the Los Angeles River above Arroyo Seco for the February 10, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-8. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at the Los Angeles River above Arroyo Seco for the November 12, 2001 storm event
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Figure C-9. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at the Los Angeles River below Wardlow River Road for the January 26, 2001 storm
event
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Figure C-10. Comparison of modeled and observed hydrology, TSS, copper, lead, and
zinc at the Los Angeles River below Wardlow River Road for the February 10, 2001
storm event
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Figure C-11. Modeled and observed event mean concentrations and 95% confidence
intervalsfor Verdugo Wash during storm events
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Figure C-12. Modeled and observed event mean concentrations and 95% confidence
intervals for Arroyo Seco during storm events
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Figure C-13. Modeled and observed event mean concentrations and 95% confidence
intervals for the LA River above Arroyo Seco during storm events
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Figure C-14. Modeled and observed event mean concentrations and 95% confidence

intervalsfor the LA River below Wardlow River Road during storm events
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